oogle Books Ngram was used to assess changes in frequency of usage in words corresponding to collectivistic and individualistic values in Russia during the time of economic changes. It was found that in many domains transition to market economy was associated with a rise in the use of words corresponding to individualistic values and a decrease in the use of words associated with collectivistic values. In several cases, words corresponding to collectivistic terms were used more often than words corresponding to individualistic values. The results suggest that economic changes lead to a change in values structure, but that individualistic and collectivistic values can co-exist because of the transitional sate of the Russian society.
effort and the help of others (Triandis & Gelfand, 2012) . Collectivistic values and behaviours are adaptive in environments where sharing of sparse resources and support of others are of great importance (Park, Joo, Quiroz, & Greenfield, 2015) .
Individualism concerns individuals as the basic building block of society and makes much of personal achievement (Hofstede, 1980) . The person is in the focus of attention. Relations with others are multiple but superficial and of limited emotional intensity (Triandis & Gelfand, 2012) . The individual is concerned about own well-being. Success is attributed to stable personality characteristics and situation (Gorodnichenko & Roland, 2011) . People are independent and active, feeling responsible for their own future (Hofstede, 1980; Triandis & Gelfand, 2012) . However, there is a substantial interindividual variability in individualism even in individualistic countries, and individualistic and collectivistic may both be present within a given society (Oyserman & Lee, 2008) .
Individualism is characteristic of modern Western countries with developed market economy. Market economy with its emphasis on competition among individuals and organisations seems to make individualistic values more adaptive than collectivistic ones. Research documents a moderate relationship between market economy, economic growth, wealth, innovation, and individualism (Gorodnichenko & Roland, 2011; Hofstede, 1980) . Thus, market economy may be specifically related to individualistic values.
In the 1990s, Russia underwent a transition from planned to free market economy. This transition was accompanied by pronounced changes in Russian economics and socio-political organisation of the Russian society. In the present study, the dynamics of individualistic and collectivistic values in Russia are studied over the period of economic and political transition To this end, the Google Books Ngram tool is used to assess changes in frequency of words associated with particular values based on data from a large sample of digitised books. The study seeks to support the idea that economic changes are linked to value shifts (Inglehart & Baker, 2000) and that generally values and social norms depends on societies' ecologies (Greenfield, 2013) .
ECONOMIC CHANGES IN RUSSIA
The beginning of 1990s became the end of the Soviet rule which was an unprecedented social experiment of the construction of the society of equality and justice. The end of the Soviet system was a consequence of its deep economic and social crisis which began already in the 1980s. As the result, political transformation took place in Russia in mid-1980s, which also resulted in major economic transformations in 1990s. During that time different issues had to be sorted out in the very short time, as follows: reconstruction of private property relations, implementation of the elements of market economy, modernization of the system of public government together with the transition towards information technologies, and many others.
Although major social changes began in Russian in the 1980s, radical economic reforms were proclaimed in 1991. The aim of the reforms was a complete deconstruction of planned economy and transition to capitalism. Although the reforms had dramatic effects on the economic stability of Russia, they succeeded in installing a market economy in the country. For instance, from 1992 to 2000 the number of individual businesses in Russia increased from about 250 thousand to over one million (Novikov, 2004) . The share of individual businesses in Russian GDP increased from 6.6% to 10.2% from 1993 to 2000 (Goskomitet RF … , 2000) . By the end of 1990s, Russian economy was governed by very liberal laws, although it retained many elements of government regulation. It is assumed today that Russia has moved significantly toward market economy from planned economy although there are many country-specific peculiarities in the Russian economic model (Turley, 2015) .
COLLECTIVISTIC VALUES IN PRE-TRANSITION RUSSIA
Russia is typically considered a collectivistic country (Mamontov, Kozhevnikova, & Radyukova, 2014) . Before the October revolution in 1917, Russia was mostly a rural country (Statistical yearbook … , 2014). Its social structure supported strong social ties, preference for common goals, abandoning one's needs for the needs of others, and self-sacrifice. Collectivistic values were also supported by the orthodox Christianity which was the dominate religion in pre-revolutionary Russia (Grachev, Rogovsky, & Rakitski, 2007) . Historically, Russian culture was a typical Gemeinschaft culture. The ideology of the Soviet Union also was an extremely collectivistic one, as collectivism is a basic principle in the Marxist theory (Laszlo, 1963) . Soviet ideology emphasised the needs of the collective over the individual needs. Strong social ties, hierarchical social organisation, and responsibility for the well-being of others were favoured. Collectivistic values were implanted from the very beginning of the childhood by the state system of education (Kienbaum & Trommsdorf, 1999) . Studies of collectivism/individualism in Soviet Union showed high values on the collectivism scale (Fernandez, Carlson, Lee, & Nicholson, 1997) . Soviet society was thus a clear example of a collectivistic society.
Political and economic life in contemporary Russia is very different from that of the Soviet Union. Studies within the European Social Survey reveal that basic human values in Russia have changed as a consequence of political and economic changes (Magun & Rudnev, 2013) . In contemporary Russia, researchers indicated a level of individualism that is higher than in other countries considered as collectivistic. Russians score higher on an individualism scale than Chinese (Tu, Lin, & Chang, 2011) . Russian adolescents do not differ from Estonian and German adolescents on individualism (Beilmann, Mayer, Kasearu, & Realo, 2014) . These results suggest that Russian society became more individualistic since the end of the Soviet Union, although it is still in the middle of the individualism-collectivism continuum (Naumov & Puffer, 2000) .
THE PRESENT STUDY
Our aim is to investigate to what extent the economic changes leading to transition to market economy lead to the emergence of individualistic values in Russian society. It is of interest whether these changes lead to a corresponding decrease in collectivistic values, or whether individualistic and collectivistic values can co-exist in Russian society. We studied the changes in the frequency of use of words reflecting individualistic and collectivistic values. It is assumed that higher usage of a term reflects the large importance of the corresponding value in the society.
The study is conducted with the Google Books Ngram, a database of usage frequencies for one to five word sequences (Ngrams) in many languages acquired from millions of digitised books. Social change was already studied with the tool. For instance, Greenfield (2013) studied the effects of ecological change on cultural changes as evidenced by the frequencies of words indexing values adaptive in rural vs. urban environments. It was shown that progressive urbanisation is accompanied with increased usage of words indexing individualistic values adaptive in urban environments. Zeng and Greenfield (2015) extended this analysis of ecological influence on social change and showed that in China economic development, urbanisation and enrollment in higher education led to an increase in the usage of words indexing individualistic values and a decrease in the usage of words indexing collectivistic values.
Also using Google Ngram tool, Twenge, Campbell, and Gentile (2012a) found an increase in the usage of individualistic words and phrases since 1960. Twenge, Campbell, and Gentile (2012b) found further evidence for increases in individualistic traits among Americans studying the usage of personal pronouns. Hamamura and Xu (2015) applied the analysis of personal pronoun usage to a Chinese corpus and found an increase in the usage of individualistic pronouns and a decrease in the usage of collectivistic pronouns. Grossman and Varnum (2015) studied culture-level individualism correlates in the## USA including frequency of individualistic and collectivistic words computed with the Google Books Ngram. It was found that indices of individualism increased during the 20th century, and that changes in the socioeconomic structure were the most robust cause for this effect. Thus, there is a number of individualism indicators studies employing Google Books Ngram which show that individualism increases during the 20th century in the USA and China. These studies show that increase in individualism may be attributed to changes in social ecology and economic structure. The present study addresses this point for Russia, which had a collectivistic culture and underwent severe economic changes in the last decades.
METHOD The Google Books Ngram tool
The considerable amount of text data accumulated on the Internet allows for the application of new quantitative approaches in the study of culture and society. In recent years great attention has been attracted by Google Books Ngram (https://books.google.com/ngrams/), an unprecedented huge diachronic text resource. Google Books Ngram contains more than 500 billions N-grams extracted from eight millions of books which were published since 1500 in nine languages, including major European languages (Michel et al., 2011) . The Russian part of the corpus contains 67 billion words, since 1607.
The books from Google Books have accumulated mankind experience in the last few centuries, which makes it one of the most valuable web resources for the quantitative study of lengthy changes in culture and society. The use of this tool depend on the assumption that word usage in written texts correlates with the prevalence of corresponding concepts in the individual and social mind. Although this assumption may not be totally true (for instance, words can be used if the society needs corresponding values), it allows to make theory-driven, quantitative predictions about the dynamics of word usage data (Greenfield, 2013) .
A limitation of Google Books Ngram is that it considers different morphological forms of a given word as different tokens. This is a potential problem when analysing languages like Russian and, to less extent, English, in which there distinct forms for a word (for example, a single and a plural form for a substantive). In this study, we thus considered only a single form of each word (as indicated in the Word Selection section). However, extensive testing showed that usage trends remain the same for a single word form and for all forms of the word combined.
Word selection
Word selection for the current study used individualismcollectivism indicators proposed by Zeng and Greenfield (2015) . The word selection was further checked for compliance with criteria presented in the original work of Greenfield (2013) . Zeng and Greenfield (2015) differentiated between four value categories related to the individualism-collectivism dimension: economic priorities, personal possession, personal development, and ideal society. Here, we tried to match the words used by Zeng & Greenfield as representative for each category as much as possible in the context of Russian language and culture. As advocated in Greenfield (2013) we used frequent words. Two pairs of words were selected to assess constructs in each value category. For each word selected, a synonym from another part of speech was used to avoid idiosyncrasies associated with the usage of specific part of speech (Greenfield, 2013) . Nouns were used as synonyms for verbs/adjectives and vice versa. Synonyms were selected via Internet-based synonym dictionary http://synonymonline.ru which is an aggregate of several off-line Russian synonym dictionaries.
Economic priorities. Zeng and Greenfield (2015) used pairs "choose-obliged" and "compete-assign" to indicate the values associated with economic behaviour. Paralleling the "choose-obliged" distinction we used the pair "freedom-obligation" as we think it emphasise the differences in behavioural attitudes in planned and market economy more thoroughly than the original. "Compete-assign" pair was used without changes. "To choose"-"obliged" and "rivalry"-"plan" were used as the synonyms.
Personal possessions. In Zeng and Greenfield (2015) the pairs "give-get" and "private-communal" were used to assess the differences associated with the status of personal property. We considered the "give-get" opposition to be very general and used a more focused pair "share-acquire". The "private-communal" opposition was used without changes. "Purchase"-"altruism" and "property"-"solidarity" were used as the synonyms.
Personal growth. The opposition "talent-effort" was taken from Zeng and Greenfield (2015) without changes. We also used the pair "uniqueness-obedience" instead of "autonomy-obedience" as we thought "autonomy" was a much more abstract concept with unnecessary connotations. Also, striving for uniqueness is a documented consequence of collectivism, especially in horizontal individualistic societies (Triandis & Gelfand, 2012) . It is to note that Greenfield (2013) used "unique" as an index of individualism for her study of social change in the USA. "Gifted"-"diligent" and "distinctive"-"compliant" were used as the synonyms.
Ideal society. Here, the words should reflect values concerning the ideal organisation of society. Zeng and Greenfield (2015) use four words which are not brought in direct opposition to each other. "Innovation" and "fairness" reflect the social values of constant performance improvement and equal opportunities, while "help" and "sacrifice" refers to Gemeinschaft values of orienting one's life toward the needs of society. To maintain consistency with word selection for other value categories we sought to create word pairs which would adequately differentiate between individualistic and collectivistic values in Russia. We opposed "fairness" (the ideal of equal opportunity) to "mutual help" (strong support of in-group members). We also made a distinction between "personality" and "interrelations". We think such a distinction is justified due to differences in perceived society structure in different types of cultures: in collectivistic cultures, relationships are in the focus of attention and individuals are in the background, while in individualistic cultures individuals are in the focus and relations are in the background (Triandis & Gelfand, 2012) . Note that Greenfield (2013) used "personal" (a word that is related to "personality") as an index of individualism. "To merit"-"to relieve" and "independent"-to depend'' were used as the synonyms.
Thus, we used 16 words and 16 synonyms reflecting collectivistic and individualistic values ( Table 1) . The words make up meaningful oppositions which allow contrasting their temporal dynamics related to objective changes in Russian economy and social organisation. Relative frequencies (normalised to 1980-the beginning of observation) were analysed as analysing absolute frequencies makes little sense due to numerous factors influencing them.
STUDY TIME FRAME
Word usage data were obtained from the Google Books Ngram for the period between 1980 and 2008. The starting point of the studied time period (1980 onward) is characterised by Soviet political and economic system being fully developed and dominating all aspects of life in the Russian society. During this decade urges for political freedoms and economic problems started to appear, resulting in Gorbachev's perestroika in 1985 and in the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 (Lockwood, 2000) . Thus, the period between 1980 and 1991 samples the times of relative political and economic stability in the pre-transition Russia, and the times of the development of prerequisites for the political and economic change. The period after 1991 is the time of the installation of market economy in Russia. During the 1990s, transition to market economy was accompanied by heavy economic turbulences, so it seems safe to include the 2000s in the study in order to follow the usage of individualistic/collectivistic terms during the times of relative economic stability in Russia under the conditions of market economy. The end point of the study (2008) is fixed by Google Books Ngram not providing data after this year.
RESULTS
Economic priorities. Concerning the word pair "freedom"-"obligation" we found that the relative importance of these words changes of the period of economic and political transition (Figure 1a ). Before 1988, the relative frequency of "obligation" is about the same as that of "freedom". After that, the relative frequency of "freedom" increases sharply-there is a twofold increase in the usage of "freedom" by 1990-1993, and usage frequency remains that high afterwards. The relative frequency of "obligation" remains fairly constant over the whole period. It is interesting that the point of sharp increase in the usage of "freedom" (1988) (1989) (1990) (1991) (1992) (1993) is the time of most political instability in Russia resulting 1991 in the decline of the Soviet Union (and "official" transition to free market economy).
A similar effect is observed for the pair "compete"-"assign" (Figure 1b) . The relative frequency of "compete" constantly rises throughout the period observed (there is a twofold increase by 2008). For "assign" there is an increase around 1987-1990 and a marked decrease afterwards. These results seem to be straightforward in the face of the fact that different forms of planned distribution of tasks and resources (which may be reflected in "assign") are the cornerstone of planned economy. On the contrary, market economy is built upon free competition for resources. It may be interesting to note that the period of the common increase of the two terms (1987) (1988) (1989) (1990) ) is the time of intensive efforts to preserve planned economy from collapse and public debates about which economic model should be chosen for Russia.
Similar results were obtained for the synonyms. The individualistic term "choose" shows a constant increase in the relative frequency (a 48% increase, here and below the data for the synonyms are given for 2008 in relation to 1980), while the usage of the collectivistic term "obliged" peaks initially and drops after1995 (an almost 100% increase in 1995, and back to 52% increase in 2008). The individualistic term "rivalry" rises constantly (51% increase) while the collectivistic term "plan" shows a slight but constant decrease (29% decrease).
Personal possessions. Private property is a major value in market economies while it was totally banned from socialist economies. It was therefore to expect that the relative frequencies would diverge for the word pairs from the personal possessions category. For the pair "acquire"-"share" an contrasting effect is found. The usage of "acquire" decreases slightly initially but then shows a sharp increases (1.8 times by 2008). The usage of "share" increases initially but then decrease after 1990.
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It begins to rise after about 2000 although it doesn't reach the level of "acquire" (Figure 2a) . The tendency for increases in the use of "share" may reflect the fact that collectivistic and individualistic values are not necessary in opposition. They may co-exist, especially as economic troubles and conservative society structure maintains the importance of collectivistic values even in a market economy.
For the pair "private"-"communal" the results are even clearer (Figure 2b ). The usage of "private" increases constantly throughout the period observed (there is a twofold increase by 2008). The use of "communal" shows a slight decrease with a clear drop after 1991 and returns to the initial level afterwards. Thus, there is a clear divergence in the usage of "communal" and "private" favouring the hypothesis the individualistic values are on the rise throughout the observed period.
Less clear results were provided by the analysis of synonyms. The individualistic term "purchase" shows an almost threefold increase in the frequency of use (198% increase by 2008) but the collectivistic term "altruism" shows an even stronger increase (274% increase). The individualistic term "property" shows a strong (81% increase) increase while the collectivistic term "solidarity" shows a slight but constant decrease (28% decrease).
Personal growth. Word pairs reflecting attitudes toward personal growth may be of special importance as they reflect direct changes in social values concerning personality and attribution styles which influence actions of individuals. An important distinction between success attributions in collectivistic and individualistic countries is given by the pair "talent"-"effort". In collectivistic countries, success is attributed to spending effort. In individualistic cultures success is attributed to personal abilities and talents. In the data (Figure 3a) , we observe a differential effect for this word pair. The relative usage of "talent" remains relatively constant with a sharp local decrease around 1990-1994 (this local ambivalence may be comparable to that observed for the pair "compete"-"assign"). The usage of "effort" declines constantly throughout the period observed.
For the pair "uniqueness"-"obedience" we observe a clear difference in the dynamics of collectivistic and individualistic values (Figure 3b ). While the usage of "obedience" shows an almost twofold decrease over the time period concerned, the usage of "uniqueness" is constantly on the rise and shows more than a fourfold increase by the end of the observation. These results indicate that the striving for uniqueness which is typical of individualistic cultures got momentum during the times of increased political freedoms and subsequent transition to market economy.
These results in favour of the hypothesis were supported by the analysis of the synonyms. The usage of the individualistic term "gifted" rises constantly (50% increase) while the usage of the collectivistic term "diligent" declines (26% decrease). The usage of the individualistic term "distinctive" rises constantly (34% increase) while the usage of the collectivistic term "compliant" fluctuates around the same level (6% decrease).
Ideal society. For the pair "fairness"-"mutual help" (Figure 4a ) a divergence of time series was also observed. The individualistic construct of "fairness" showed a slight increase in the relative frequency of use, peaking around 1985-1995. On the contrary, for "mutual help" there was a sharp drop (a fivefold decrease in the frequency of use) which was most pronounced around 1990 (the time of economic and political changes in Russia).
For the other pair of words related to the ideal organisation of society we observe a differential effect also located at the brink of the 1990s which is a turning point in economic and social history of Russia. While the usage of the collectivistic construct of "interrelations" shows a slight constant decline, the usage of the individualistic construct "personality" rises markedly during the period observed. Thus, the person moves in the focus of social attention displacing the relationships as the atoms of social life. This result is in perfect correspondence with the notion that there is systematic difference in the focus of attention between collectivistic and individualistic countries. Persons are in the focus of attention in individualistic cultures.
The synonyms also lend support to the study hypothesis. The usage of the individualistic "to merit" increases (49% increase) while the usage of the collectivistic "to relieve" remains relatively constant (3% increase). The usage of the individualistic term "independent" increases sharply (111% increase) while the usage of the collectivistic term "to depend" decreases (18% decrease). This divergence started around 1988-1990-the beginning of political and economic changes in Russia.
DISCUSSION
The present study was conducted to find systematic differences in the frequency of use for collectivistic and individualistic concepts using the Google Books Ngram tool. This tool allows studying the frequency of use for specific terms in a very large corpus of digitised books. This Big Data approach may be useful in finding the concepts which dominate individual and collective thinking during large period of time. The hypothesis followed in this study was that changes in the frequency of use for individualistic and collectivistic concepts would reflect economic changes in Russia which made a transition from planned to market economy during the 1990s. The support of this hypothesis would mean that norms and values changes follow changes in economics in order for them to become more adaptive. For the majority of words, a strict correspondence between words' usage frequency and economic changes can be observed for all value categories. Either the usage of individualistic constructs increased and the usage of collectivistic construct decreased, or the usage of individualistic constructs remained constant and the usage of collectivistic constructs decreased. The point of divergence was often located around 1990-the time of political and economic change in Russia. There is one exception in which the above pattern was somewhat violated. The pair "acquire"-"share" is characterised by usage growth for both words (however, the usage increase was stronger for the individualistic word "acquire"). This shows that individualistic and collectivistic values are not mutually exclusive but can co-exist, especially during transition periods.
The study of synonyms from other parts of speech also mainly support the hypothesis that individualistic values are on the rise in Russia during the period observed while collectivistic values decline. Exceptions are the pairs "to choose"-"obliged" and "purchase"-"altruism". In both cases, the usage of the collectivistic constructs increases more sharply than that of the individualistic constructs (although in the first case it falls at the level of the individualistic construct at the end of the observation). This again shows that Russian society is a transition society which makes use of different value systems during the times of transition. Overall, we interpret the data on the 16 words and 16 synonyms as supporting the hypothesis that transition to market economy led to the dominance of individualistic values and the partial decline of collectivistic ones. In general, our results suggest that ecological shifts indeed lead to shifts in social values (Greenfield, 2013; Inglehart & Baker, 2000) .
A direct comparison with the Zeng and Greenfield (2015) study on which this study is based shows a remarkable overlap in results. For instance, in both studies there are clear effects of individualistic values beginning to dominate over collectivistic ones as a consequence of ecological or, more specifically, economic change. In both studies, there are instances in which collectivistic and individualistic values co-exit showing that they are not mutually exclusive but may both be adaptive in Gesellschaft societies. In general, both studies seem to support the hypothesis that changes in social ecology produce changes in social values. The studies differ in that in China urbanisation is a major driving factor for the change observed, while in Russia the major factor is the change in economic system. The present data thus stress that economic structure is an important determinant of social values which has also been found elsewhere (Grossman & Varnum, 2015) . Concerning the studies of value changes in post-communist Russia, the present study produces similar results in two respects. First, it corroborates the finding of increased individualism in the Russian society (Beilmann et al., 2014; Naumov & Puffer, 2000) compared to the more collectivistic orientation of the Soviet society (Fernandez et al., 1997) . Our results also indicate that the rise in individualism is a very pronounced one (it is evident in all value categories studied), corresponding to the results of Magun and Rudnev (2013) . On the other hand, the results of co-existence of collectivistic and individualistic values support the notion of value systems being relatively inert despite ecological changes (Inglehart & Baker, 2000) . It can also be assumed that there are partitions of the Russian population that differently adhere to collectivistic and individualistic values (Magun & Rudnev, 2013) . It is also to be noted that the Russian economy is a very specific variant of market economy (often called "wild capitalism") with a strong interdependence of the state and the capital, exorbitant levels of corruption, and little consideration for social issues. This may further promote the co-existence of individualistic and collectivistic values in Russia, and render our results less unequivocal.
Two alternative explanations of the results obtained should be considered. First, individualism was shown to rise throughout the 20th century, at least in the USA (Twenge et al., 2012a (Twenge et al., , 2012b and China (Hamamura & Xu, 2015) . These results can indicate that there is a general trend for increase in individualism in modern societies, and Russia may be a part of this general trend. This explanation still lacks evidence that increase in individualism is truly general (it has been found for only two countries beside Russia). In the case of Russia, this explanation does not really account for the divergence of data trends which are observed about the time of abrupt changes in Russian economy and politics.
Second, the observed increase in individualism can be caused by factors only correlationally related to the transition to market economy. For instance, transition of market economy in Russia was accompanied by political freedoms and openness to Western culture promoted by films, TV programmes, and books. The latter have been shown to promote individualistic values (McBride, 1998) . Although this may be a contributing factor, it can hardly mask the fact that individualistic values are adaptive for market economy transition to which was a major event in Russia during the time studied.
There are several other limitations of the present study. A major limitation is the limited choice of words. Although we tried to select frequent words representative of the corresponding individualistic/collectivistic constructs in Russia, a different choice of words may produce different results. This limitation is somewhat compensated for by synonyms giving mostly the same results. Still, it is advisable to test large sets of synonyms in future studies. Another limitation is the limited selection of books in Google Books Ngram. This tool works with about 6% of all published books taken from major university libraries. It is remains to show that this linguistic corpus is representative of all published books. A related concern is whether it is altogether possible to judge about psychological variables on the basis of the word usage. While this is a disputable issue, a major attitude is that word usage reflects culture and thus tools like Google Books Ngram are helpful in the study of cultural and individual values (Michel et al., 2011) .
To conclude, the present study found that during the economic changes in Russia individualistic words were used more frequently while the usage of collectivistic terms declined. The increase in using the individualistic terms often began around 1990-the time point when major changes in Russian politics and economics took place. These results support the hypothesis that transition from planned economy to market economy is accompanied by the transition from a collectivistic to an individualistic society. The hypothesis was supported in the domains of economic priorities, personal possessions, personal growth, and ideal society. This transition is a process which takes place in time and may be characterised by co-existence of individualistic and collectivistic values.
CONCLUSION
Google Books Ngram was used to assess changes in frequency of usage in words corresponding to collectivistic and individualistic values in Russia during the time of economic changes. It was found that in many domains transition to market economy was associated with a rise in the use of words corresponding to individualistic values and a decrease in the use of words associated with collectivistic values. In several cases, words corresponding to collectivistic terms were used as often as words corresponding to individualistic values. The results suggest that economic changes lead to a change in values structures, but that individualistic and collectivistic values can co-exist due to the transitional state of the Russian society.
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